The first few lines of Against Apion lead us to such a junction and raise such questions. In his opening address to Epaphroditus, Josephus claims that the evidence for Jewish origins and history should be sufficiently demonstrated by his Antiquities (Apion 1.1). He continues:
Since, however, I observe that a considerable number of persons, influenced by the malicious calumnies of certain individuals, discredit the statements in my history concerning our antiquity, and adduce as proof of the comparative modernity of our race the fact that it has not been thought worthy of mention by the best known Greek historians, I consider it my duty to devote a brief treatise to all these points . . . (Apion 1.2-3) the former issue, which is Josephus' chief concern in roughly the first quarter of Against Apion (1.1-218), whereas we leave out the previous literary treatments of the Jews and Josephus' responses in the later parts of treatise. 4 Chaim Milikowsky takes Josephus' reference to contemporaneous critics mostly at face value:
Quite clearly, he is responding to specific stimuli: someone doubted the antiquity of the Jews, and instead of simply taking this doubt to be a sign of the doubter's ignorance, Josephus feels the need to prove the antiquity of the Jews by recourse to the Greek-writing authors of the Jews' neighboring countries.
5
Other scholars are more skeptical. Martin Goodman suspects that these critics were "invented by Josephus as straw men to knock down."
6 Erich Gruen, similarly, expresses his "strong suspicion that he (Josephus) has concocted a confrontation on this issue." 7 John Barclay is more specific. He accepts the veracity of Josephus' reference to criticism against Antiquities while suggesting that Josephus has misrepresented the content of the criticism. It was probably more a matter of cultural insignificance (cf. Apion 1.2: "not been thought worthy of mention") than comparative modernity.
8 Most confident on this issue is Arthur Droge:
Josephus' reference to a "considerable number" of Greeks who doubted the antiquity of the Jews was a necessary and convenient fiction: necessary because it provided a pretext for his chronological argument in defense of Moses' unparalleled antiquity; and convenient because the relative lateness of Greek culture was an easy target. 5 Milikowsky 2002 , 173. 6 Goodman 2004 cf. Goodman 1999, 52 . Karin Keeble, a student of Goodman's, makes the same point, but is far less reserved. See Keeble 1991, 15-16, 25-26, 29, 39. 7 In the end, however, Gruen apparently assumes that Josephus indeed faced such criticism. See Gruen 2005 , 40, 48. 8 Barclay 2005b , 32. 9 Droge 1996 
